The following sets out the scoring system for each of the indicators discussed in the article.
Substantial (2) In cases where the proposal for austerity was not adopted, we considered the proposal for austerity to have been capitulated upon, and therefore marked it with the highest mark possible (9).
The total score for the impact of refusal was subsequently calculated by adding together the figure for each of these three elements.
The calibration of the impact score was subsequently assessed as any outcome with a total score of 4 and above was considered to be a case where substantial impact had occurred as a result of the acts of refusal experienced (that is, any austerity that was adopted was done so only with substantial concessions, or with moderate concessions and substantial obstacles and consequences as a result of the refusal experienced). For the purposes of the fsQCA, we considered a score of 6 to be fully in the set of outcomes in which substantial impact had occurred as a result of acts of refusal, 2 to be fully out, and 3.9 to be the turning point.
Condition 1: substantial proposal for austerity? (scale)
This was calculated by combining two of the conditions in table 1, as follows:
Severity:
Moderate (2) High (3) Target:
Insiders (1) Universal/sectoral (2) Outsiders (3) The scale condition was then calculated by adding the two scores together -giving a total score for the scale of the austerity measure that combined the degree to which it could be considered to have an impact in terms of welfare retrenchment, and the degree to which the measure would have a regressive effect.
The calibration of the scale score was subsequently assessed so that any score of 4 or above was considered to be a case where the proposal for austerity was substantial.
For the purposes of the fsQCA, we considered a score of 5 to be fully in the set of proposals where the proposal for austerity was substantial, 3 to be fully out, and 3.9 to be the turning point.
Condition 2: coordinated model of capitalism? (CME)
Each of the Japanese cases were scored 1 (fully in the set of CMEs) and each of the UK cases were scored 0 (fully out).
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Conditions 3, 4, 5, 6: significant refusal?
Each of the four different types of refusal (impercept, non-disrupt, disrupt, militant) were given a score as follows:
No such acts of refusal (0) Limited acts of such refusal (1) Moderate levels of acts of such refusal (2) Substantial levels of acts of such refusal (3) The calibration of the score for each type of refusal was subsequently assessed so that any score above 1 was considered to be a case where the proposal for austerity was substantial. For the purposes of the fsQCA, we considered a score of 2 to be fully in the set of cases where the level of refusal of that particular type had been significant, 1 to be fully out, and 1.5 to be the turning point. 
